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ΙΝν.--εοτώς OR ‘ectoc? 


For nearly two millennia it seems to have been a mooted 
question whether the neuter participle of the second perfect of 
verbs having a-themes should be spelled with as or os, or, in 
other words, whether this form contracts ads into és or assumes 
the characteristic desinence és of non-thematic verbs. 

A brief sketch of the curious see-saw of fortune that has 
marked the conflict between these forms may well serve to 
preface the presentation of evidence not hitherto adduced in this 
connection. 

The early printed texts, Aldine, Juntine, etc., seem, from the 
citations made, to be almost, if not quite, unanimous in support 
of the ὡς form. These, however, as is well known, were not 
always based upon the earlier or better MSS. Some three 
centuries later, as a result of the more careful study of the best 
MSS, it was found that the testimony’ of these was strong in 
favor of the os form. This accordingly began to gain ground, 
Buttmann adopted it in his Grammar and Bekker used it in his 
texts. Hermann ad Soph. O. T. 633, Poppo ad Thuc. III. 9 
and Schneider ad Plat. Civ. III, p. 88 sqq., gave their support 
to it and it became the common form in texts and grammars. 


1Plato has ἑστός eleven times,—Parm. 146 a (bis), 156 c (ter), 156 6, 163e; 
Soph. 249a,250c; Theaet.183e; Tim. 40b: καθεστός twice, Tim. 46b; Legg. 
94 4: ἀφεστός, Crit.113.c; περιεστός, Tim. 33 c; προεστός, Rep. VIII. 564 d; 
ξυνεστός, Tim. 56 Ὁ. In every instance the best MSS,i.e. Band T for the 
Parm., Soph. and Theaet.; A and Ὁ forthe Rep. and A forthe other works 
cited, give the form in og. A later hand has corrected A in every instance to 
ὡς or ὥς; B and T in Theaet. 183 e have also been so changed by a second 
hand. 

Thucydides has καθεστός (III. 9) and περιεστός (IV. το). In the former case 
Hude cites CEM for καθεστός, AGE, for καθεστώς and BF for καθεστῶς; in the 
latter case, he cites CEM again for the o¢ form, BFG for the ὡς form and A 
for the ὧς form. 

Sophocles in O. T. 633 has παρεστός acc. to the reading of the Laurentianus; 
all other MSS cited have -or. 

Aristophanes in Eq. 564 has παρεστός in the Ravennas; all other MSS cited 
by Van Velsen or Blaydes have the ὡς form. 
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In fact the ὡς form seemed utterly doomed, when in 1879, 
O. Riemann entered the lists in its support by a short article 
in the Bulletin de Correspondance Hellénique (III. 440 ff). 
His main contribution to the question was his citation of the 
Kavoves Of the grammarian Theognostus, of the ninth century, 
and of the Etymologicum Magnum of the tenth, as establishing 
the correctness of the orthography with os. 

Only in a short footnote did Riemann refer, without citing, to 
the great grammarian Herodianus of the second century as the 
undoubted ultimate source whence these later works drew. Of 
Choeroboscus, of the sixth century, he made no mention at all. 

Without this additional support, Riemann’s attack has proved 
to possess such elements of strength that it is making steady 
progress in dislodging the os form from the strongly intrenched 
position it was holding. To cite but a few typical instances: 


1 For convenience the statements of these grammarians are here given in 
chronological order: 

HERODIANUS (Lentz 1. 351):—Al εἰς ὡς μετοχαὶ ἀπὸ περισπωμένων κατὰ πάθος 
γενόμεναι καὶ φυλάττουσαι τὸ ὦ ἐπὶ τῆς γενικῆς τοῦ ἀρσενικοῦ ὁμοτονοῦντα ἔχουσι τὰ 
οὐδέτερα, βεβώς βεβῶτος τὸ βεβώς, γεγώς γεγῶτος τὸ γεγώς, ἑστώς ἑστῶτος τὸ ἑστώς, 
τεθνώς τεθνῶτος τὸ τεθνώς. μονογενὲς δὲ οὐδέτερον εἰς WE οὐκ ἔστιν εὑρεῖν πλὴν τοῦ 
φῶς καὶ τοῦ ὦς, 

CuHogrososcus (Hilgard Gram. Graec. IV. 2. p. 313,1. 22 ff.), after discuss- 
ing the neut. pple. τετυφός, adds: ᾿Ιστέον δὲ ὅτι τὸ ἑστώς καὶ βεβώς καὶ τεθνώς Kai 
γεγώς διὰ τοῦ ὦ γράφονται, δηλονότι κατὰ τὰ οὐδέτερα. 

That he was acquainted with the variant orthography appears from the 
immediate sequence: δεῖ δὲ καὶ τοῦτο γινώσκειν, ὅτι εἰ καὶ ἡ ἑνικὴ εὐθεῖα κατὰ τὸ 
οὐδέτερον καὶ αἱ ὁμοφωνοῦσαι αὐτῇ « πτώσεις», τουτέστιν ἡ αἰτιατικὴ καὶ ἡ κλητικὴ τῶν 
ἑνικῶν, διφοροῦνται, ἤγουν καὶ διὰ τοῦ ὦ γράφονται καὶ διὰ τοῦ ὃ, ἀλλ᾽ οὖν αἱ λοιπαὶ 
πλάγιοι αἱ « μὴ» ὁμοφωνοῦσαι τῇ ἑνικῃῇ εὐθείᾳ, λέγω δὴ ἡ γενικὴ καὶ δοτικὴ τῶν ἑνικῶν 
καὶ τὰ δυϊκὰ καὶ τὰ πληθυντικά, μόνως διὰ τοῦ ὦ γράφονται" τούτου δὲ αἰτία ἐστὶν 
ἡ κρᾶσις. 

THEOGNOsTUs (Cramer Anec. Oxon. II. p. 119, 1. 21 ff.): Εἰς ὡς μέγα λῆγον 
οὐδέτερον οὔτε ὄνομα οὔτε μετοχὴν ἔστιν εὑρεῖν, [et] μὴ ἐκ πάθους γεγένηται, πλὴν 
τοῦ φῶς καὶ τοῦ ὦς. .... πρόσκειται ὀνόματα, ἐπεὶ πολλάκις αἱ εἰς ὡς μετοχαὶ 
ἀπὸ περισπωμένων κατὰ πάθος γενόμεναι καὶ φυλάττουσαι τὸ ὦ ἐπὶ τῆς γενικῆς τοῦ 
ἀρσενικοῦ ἔχουσι τὸ οὐδέτερον εἰς ὥζ- ὁ βεβώς βεβῶτος καὶ τὸ βεβώς, ὁ γεγώς 
γεγῶτος καὶ τὸ γεγώς, ὁ ἑστώς ἑστῶτος τὸ ἑστώς, ὁ τεθνώς τοῦ τεθνῶτος καὶ τὸ τεθνώς. 

IBID. (Ρ. 152,1. 15 66): Αἱ εἰς ὡς πεπονθυῖαι μετοχαὶ τὸ οὐδέτερον ἔχουσι διὰ τοῦ 
ὦ μεγάλου γραφόμενον οἷον, τὸ ἑστώς" τὸ βεβώς" τὸ γεγώς. 

ETYMOLOGICUM MAGNuM, 5. v. Tey@oa: καὶ ἔστι σεσημειωμένον τὸ γεγαώς, 
μεμαώς, βεβαώς, ἑσταώς" ἅπερ κατὰ κράσιν (sic) γίνεται, γεγώς, γεγῶτος, μεμώς, 
μεμῶτος, βεβώς, βεβῶτος, ἑστώς, ἑστῶτος: .  , καὶ τὰ οὐδέτερα διὰ τοῦ ὦ 
μεγάλου, τὸ γεγώς, τὸ μεμώς, καὶ τὰ ὅμοια. 
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Gustav Meyer in his Griech. Gram’. (1886) ὃ 556 Anm. 1, says: 
“Ntr. ἑστώς, nicht éerds” and refers to Riemann. Stahl, Quaest. 
gram. ad Thuc. pert”. (1886), p. 64, says that the ὡς form ‘“scri- 
bendum esse” and refers to Riemann. The Van Herwerden and 
the Classen-Steup ed. of Thucydides adopt it, referring to 
Riemann. Earle adopts it in his Oed. Tyr., with a reference to 
Meyer. Koch’s Grammar has sometime since 1881 changed 
from ἑστός to ἑστώς, as has Kaegi’s sometime since 1884. Jannaris 
in his Hist. Grk. Gram. § 966, gives τὸ ἑστός. 

The testimony of these ancient grammarians, ranging from the 
second to the tenth century, and all antedating any MS cited 
for éorés—except that Ety. Mag. is later than the Codex Clarki- 
anus or B of Plato, of which the colophon is dated 896 a. p.— 
is not lightly to be set aside as it is so positive and unanimous 
for the ὡς form. This is also the form that would result regularly 
from the contraction of ἑσταός. Herodianus is the earliest authority 
for the ὡς form in the neuter. We shall see that the os form was 
current in his own land in his own time and for a full century 
earlier. The question suggests itself whether Herodianus was 
a spelling reformer working on theoretical lines. The striking 
similarity, nay even identity, of language leads to a natural 
suspicion that Theognostus is drawing more or less directly from 
Herodianus. As Riemann suggests, probably the Ety. Mag. 
does the same. Choeroboscus admits the variant os. 

On the other hand the equally positive and unanimous 
testimony of the best MSS deserves serious consideration, and 
Schanz’s conclusion (Proleg. ad Plat. Theaet., p. 12 54.)--- 
“Nequaquam igitur verisimile est éorés ex librariorum libidine 
esse profectum” seems quite reasonable. 

It is strangely provoking how narrowly the question has 
missed a positive solution. Neither in Sophocles nor in Aris- 
tophanes is the word so placed that the metre can give any aid. 
Among several hundred inscriptions examined by the writer one 
had ὁ ἐνεστὼς ἐνιαυτός. If only that stone-cutter had used éros! 
Nothing then has been positively established as to the classical 
form. Our new material does, however, give overwhelming 
proof of the currency of the form in os for the first three 
centuries of our era and shows that at the very time the Alex- 
andrian Herodianus was supporting the ws form, the other was 
in current use in his own land. In the Greek papyri found in 


29 
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Egypt, the phrase τὸ évearés, with ἔτος expressed or understood, 
means “the current year.” Cf.our “instant” indates. The ex- 
pression occurs scores of times, but more often in the gen. or dat. 
There are, however, sufficient instances of the acc. to establish the 
form. The papyri examined yield twenty-three instances of τὸ 
éveotés, one Of καθεστός and three in which the ultimate vowel of 
ἐνεστός may be restored with almost absolute certainty. 
In the Amherst Papyri, Greek, Part II, we have τὸ ἐνεστός in 
No. 71, |. 3, dated 178-9, A. Ὁ. 
No. 73,1.9, ‘“‘ 129-30 
No. 93, 1.4, “ 162-3 
No. 94, 1. 28, “ 208. 
In the Greek Papyri in the British Museum, II, we have τὸ 


ἐνεστός ON 


p. 73, No. 309, 1. 12, dated 146, A. Ὁ. 

p. 74, No. 227,1. 9, “ 162 

p- 75, No. 328,116, “ 163 

p. 76, No. 268,1. 11, “ 179 

p. 184, No. 286, 1. το f, “ 88, eveor[o]s 
p- 189, No. 438, 1. 8, ‘ 142 

p. 189, No. 314,1. 5, “ 149 

p. 216, No. 151,1. 7, “ 2d cent. 


In the Oxyrhynchus Papyri, I. 
No. 68,1. 31, has καθεστός, dated 131 
No. 74,1.18, ‘ 1d éveor(és), “ 116 
No. 102,1. 7, “ “ἐνεστό, “ 306 
No. 103, 1. 6, “ “ « “316 
In the Oxyrhynchus Papyri, II. 
No. 245, |. 6, has τὸ éveorés, dated 26 A. Ὁ. 
No. 257, 1.8, “ rédévelorés], “ 94-5 
In the Oxyrhynchus Papyri, III. 
No. 479, 1. 14, has τὸ éveorés, dated 157 
No. 499, 1. 5, wo 6 « “ 121 
In the Oxyrhynchus Papyri, IV. 
No. 730, |. 4, has τὸ ἐνεστός, dated 130 
No. 732,12, “ “  ‘ “150 
In the Fayum Towns and their Papyri. 
No. 28, |. το, has τὸ ἐνεστός, dated 150-1 


No. 335 1. 14, { «- ( ( 163 
No. 36,1. 6, “ “ “ “ 111-2 
No. ΟΙ, 1. 19, ( “ ity “ 99 


No. 93, 1.12, “© “ “ “161 
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These, it will be seen, range in date from 26 to 316 Α. Ὁ. 
Earlier papyri yielded only genitives and datives. These ran 
back well into the 2d cent. B.c. Those still earlier agree with 
the inscriptions and with Thucydidean usage (I. 98. 4; IV. 97. 3; 
VII. 67. 2; VIII. 66. 2 and 3) in preferring the longer first 
perfect forms, as does also our only éestimonium on Thuc. III. 9, 
viz., Georgios Diaeretes ad Hermogenem (Walz: Rhet. Graec. 
VI. 513. 29). 

No instance of τὸ ἐνεστώς was found in the papyri. 

The evidence of the Biblical MSS also may well be cited in 
this connection. 

In the LXX version of Ruth II. 6, Holmes and Parsons read 
τὸ ἐφεστός With all MSS cited except the Coislinianus (VII cent.), 
Basiliano-Vaticanus (IX cent.) and cursive 63, which have 
ἐφεστηκός. In II Maccabees, III. 17, these editors read τὸ ἐνεστὸς 
ἄλγος with all MSS cited, except the two cursives 55 (éveornxés) and 
44 (éords). 

In the New Testament, Matt. XXIV.15 has ἐστός in & BL. F. 
G. H. L. V. A. Π. 33 and εστως in Β΄. D'. E. K. M.S. U. τ΄. τ. 69. 
In Rev. XIV. 1 ἑστός is the reading of 8 AC Β' and coras only 
of a few minor MSS, mainly cursives, cited by Alford. Here 
again the “great four” x» A C and Β' agree in favor of the os 
form, and they antedate by some centuries any of the classical 
MSS cited. 

Osthoff in his Geschichte des Perf. 368 ff. has shown that 
ἑσταώς is for éoraF és and Brugmann Gr.Gram*. p. 57 considers ἑστός 
“to follow the analogy of εἰδώς, εἰδός᾽᾽, Which are for *FedFos, 
*FedFos (cf. the Sanskrit vidvans, weak stem vidug and Avestan 
vidvah-, weak stem vidu5). 

In the light of such evidence in favor of the os form our text- 
book makers may well pause before joining the followers of 
Riemann in the adoption of the desinence in os. 


SAMUEL GRANT OLIPHANT. 


